THE END OF BORLEY RECTORY
justifiably suspected of reflecting the thoughts of its users. But
in this case it will be noted (p, 160) not only thatc Marianne' was
called upon before any question was asked, but (what is still
more remarkable) that the replies subsequently given persisted
steadily in ignoring the legendary story of the cmonk} and Bures
'nunnery.' Whenever leading questions on either of these were
put the answers were almost invariably indistinct, absent, or
obviously irrelevant, a fact which was quickly recognized by the
questioner. Discounting, then, those occasions on which a simple
(and meaningless) 'Yes5 was returned to such inquiries, we are
left with the quite explicit statement that the victim was a Mary
Lairre (La Irre?), a French girl of nineteen years of age, who
was a novice in a nunnery at Havre (first written Haiv), and
was murdered (strangled) by e Waldegrave' on May 17, 1667.
Our previous conclusion about the victim being thus abun-
dantly confirmed by Planchette, we may reasonably be more
disposed to trust this source in what it has to tell us about the
murder and its perpetrator. Again it will be noticed that the
questioner was still pursuing the mythical 'Fadenoch* or c Father
Enoch3 (p. 161), and that no one up to this time appears to have
thought of the family which c played a major part in Borley
during some three hundred years' from the beginning of the
fifteenth century (p. 13). But now the name 'Waldegrave'
comes out at us, like a bolt from the blue; and remembering the
odd disturbance of the coffins in the crypt of Borley Church
(p. 50; it is not, of course, said that they were Waldegrave coffins
but the probability is considerable), we have good grounds for
following up this accusation. We return, then, to Borley itself
to see whether any clue has been provided there which would
point us to the same quarter. Unmistakably, I believe, we find
that such a clue has been given, namely the 'touchwood3 apport
"roughly three feet square,5 which was found by Mr Kerr-Pearse
on the hearth of the sewing-room (p. 206) and which was later
psychometrized by 'Marion5 (p. 138). 'Marion's' evidence is
admittedly confused and not easy to disentangle: nevertheless it
can be made, I think, to yield some very interesting hints. This
piece of wood seems to have been either a part of a relic (or